10/12/70 


Dear Jim* 


I don't recall if 
DO or waen y-u T?ere tors, tut 
proofs reminds me of it* 


we discussed tais lest time I was in 
t“ e arrival of ta “first few p Sg6s of 


r,™,* M A ~ onth 0T 30 ego * 511:3 Promised to make codes of tn<* 
R^F’oremenfcisnes-riuie contracts and t- c-iv? me ale originals wLlcn 
“ ' •**«•••; for HclMlo. in ,» nppendl. It ’l^ 

f simile. In toi? form in particular I tnink tujjf jin be effective. 

oan+ J; tcintr we did spask of tils and I asked tact taey now be 

directly to tne putlisber. If tais ass not been done, I would 
appreciate it, for if tae acaedule is adhered to, taere should S 

TillVnlTL^T 1 ' 3 r f 811 ta0t92t by Frida ? ^ tais week, waen tae/ 
wiH Have an ides of now many pages toere will be for tae a cendix 
nna waen Eaey’ll start putting it together. P 


taem to 


Af tais aaa aot y et been done, would you please send 


Miss Margaret Peet 
Outerbridge & Dienstfrey 
SCO 72 St,, 

Maw York, N.tf. 10023 


and wm r 78 ob ^ ainsd 8 c °Py tae response to tae NicHols suit 
Zl l TJ° “ e4 i“ 5 taet * I,VS be S U3 ^ over it. As I ex : acted, 
(/ft.* 1 * + IUe f ° r US * as does alaiost e7Br 7 official word. I*v<= made 

t ;,s r n”f ,ua . 1,d «» --=3. .« i L™ "f 

- , icn *?i±x be soon, Some is* ± tnikk, quite relevant to snv argument 
ney meke in ttm pi ctureo/elo tiling complaint, * argument 


Sincerely* 


